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California Reglonal Water "Quahty Control Board Los Angeles Region

RESOLUTION NO R2007—015

September 6 2007

Amendment to the. Water Qualzty Control Plan for the Los Angeles Regzon to
Incorporate a Total Maxunum Dally Load for Metals in Ballona Creek

WHEREAS, the California Regional ~W%1ter '.Qu}ilitnyon‘trol Board; Los :A;_lgeies ?;Region, finds that:

7 a0 a.mendment to the Water

Department of F1sh and‘ .

On Febmary 16, 2006
S1gnalHﬂl and. Wlum ies 8.
Angeles River Metals TMDLS and the B ona Creek Metals TMDLs

. On‘May 24 :2007 the Los Angeles County Supenor Cou.rt adopted the thrd of three rulings with respect to

‘ "CEQA' cla1m

‘ t1a11y lessena 51gn1ﬁcant
>, Section 21080 SER)A))

The Water Boards alleged that no feasible alternatives to the project exxst that Would result in less
significant impacts to ‘the environment, but the Cotirt ruled that the Water Boards have the biirden of
formulating and analyzing alternatives, and that since the Cities had identified in their briefs two

“potentially feasible alternatives”, thé: env::onmental documentation was deficient because the Water
Boards did not conduct an adequate alternatives: analysis. Accordmgly, the Court issued its writ of
mandate, directing the Water Boatds to adopt an‘alternatives analys1s that analyzed feasible alternatives to
the TMDLs and reconsider the TMDLs accordingly. The writ was limited to that issue, and the TMDLs
were affirmed in all other respects. Accordingly, an alternatives analysis has been’ prepared to comply with
the writ of mandate, and to explain the Regional Board’s conclusion that no feasible alternatives.exist that
would result in less significant impacts and also achieve the project’s purposes.

a.dver_ : _ffect that the ecnv1ty thay have on the envuonment (Pub

On June 22, 2007, an alternatives analysis was prepared and circulated for public comment, in order to
comply with the writ of mandate. The alternatives analysis examines the alternatives suggested by the
Cities in the litigation, as well as analogous alternatives suggested to the Regional Board during other
TMDL proceedings by these and other stakeholders: The analysis concludes that none of the alternatives
are feasible alternatives that would both result in less significant impacts.and achieve the project’s
purposes. The Regional Board has reviewed that analysis, and in consideration of the entire administrative
record, the Regional Board approves and adopts ‘the analysis. The Regional Board finds thatno feasible
alternatives exist that would achieve the project’s purpose and also result in substa.nttally less sxgmﬁcant
impacts to the environment than the TMDL as previously adopted.

Wi "H
W‘HH



6.

Resolution No, R2007-015
Page 2

Considering the alternatives analysis, the Regional Board finds that the TMDL as originally proposed and
adopted is approptiate, The Regional Board furfhier fidds thatiothing in the alternatives analysis, nor any
of the evidence generated, presents a basis for the Regional Board to conclude hat it would have acted
differently"when it adopted the TMDLs had the alternatives analysis been prepared and circulated at that

time,

‘A revised Basin Plan amendment was circulated on June 22,2007, The revised amendment replaces the

previous implementation deadlines that were tied to “the effective date of the TMDL”, with the specific
dates that were set when the TMDL previously became effective,

Reaciopﬁﬁg {he TMDL while aintaining the existing

g compliance schedule is watranted, and the Court’s

order does not fustify additional time to comply with the TMDL for any and all of the following reasons:

2,

significant impacts to the environ

The TMVDL was _r;'dt stayed during the Court proceedings, and jurisdictions responsible for
somplying with fhe TMDL reasonably should Haye been planning to meet the existing timeline.

None of the pcﬁtioners are subject to this TMDL, and no 'sl;owi'ng‘has been made by any
responsible jurisdiction that the timeframe 1s inappropriate as a result of the litigation or the
alterriatives analysis; o T

conglusion that feasible
ject’s purposes and result in less
riginial TMDL is ot being, altéred as a

The altérmatives an
alternatives do not.ex

resully.

“The TMDL regulates eight fitisdictions in
proceeded to implément the TMI i

thié Balloiia Creek Watetshed, all of whom have
,if reliance on the existing schedule;
The Cifies who filed the petition

fonging the T.os Angeles River and Ballona Creek Motals

* TMDLs are not located inthe Ballona Cresk Watershed. Specifically, the cities-of Catson,

Dowaey, Paramouit, and Signal Hill are in the Los Angeles River Watershed. The cities of
Bellflower, Cetritos, Santa Fe Spririgs, and Whittier are not located i -either Watershed and are
A i to the writ petition. The

ot e Ballonia Creek Watershed, are not subject
DL, and thus requiré 16 timé to comply;
Assuiming the TMDL is temporatily vacated; the lapse in time between the issuance of the writ
arid the Regional Board's readoption is less than 90 days, which is insignificant in comparison to
the 15-year compliance schedule; : :

Maintaining the original time schedule is consistent with the project purpose, and with the
Régiorial Board’s rission including expeditions restoration of California’s water quality, It is also
in the public interest in that resfoting the Ballona Creek Watershed will improve the environment
and thuis the quality of life of the residents in the Watershed.

9, The documents generated for this proceeding, along with the CEQA checklist dated March 28, 2005; the
Ballona Creek Metals TMDL staff report dated July 7, 2005; response to comaments on the June 12, 2004
and March 28, 2005 draft TMDLs; and any subsequent responses to comments, fulfill the requirements of
23 Cal Code Regulations §3777.

On September 6, 2007, prior to the Board's action on this resolution, public hearings were conducted on the
TMDL for Metals in the Ballona Creek, Notice of the hearing for the Ballona Creek Metals TMDL was
published in accordance with the requirements of Water Code section 13244, This notice was published in
the Daily Commerce on June 22, 2007 and the Los Angeles Times on June 23, 2007,
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